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Current Topics. 


The Adjudication of Stamp Duties. 

WE PRINT ELSEWHERE new Regulations which have been made 
by the Board of Inland Revenue for the Adjudication of Stamp 
Duties. The principal changes in practice are :— 

(a) Extension of postal adjudication to Solicitors and others 
residing in the Metropolitan Postal District. 
(b) Documents and particulars may be presented at 

Telegraph Street Stamp Office. 

(c) The original instrument to be left with the particulars. 

As is well known, the fixing of stamps is one of the most difficult 
matters in conveyancing, and the occasions for adjudication have 
been greatly increased by the introduction of voluntary disposition 
duty. Before 1910 adjudication was a common matter on 
transfers of a business to a company and on marriage settlements, 
and frequently difficult matters of valuation had to be considered, 
especially in company cases. Butthe Finance Act, 1910, not only 
introduced voluntary disposition duty, but made its adjudica- 
tion essential, and the extension of the duty involved for the first 
time, we believe, the valuation of land. The new Regulations 
do not appear to alter the existing practice. Thus, in presenting 
for adjudication an agreement for sale of a business to a company, 
any existing up-to-date balance sheet or valuation will ordinarii) 
be accepted as sufficient evidence of value ; and on a Settlement 
of stocks and shares, or of reversionary interests, the current 
quotations of the securities settled or comprised in the reversion 
must be stated. 


State Control. 

AN INTERESTING article by Mr. Haroutp Cox on “ Advantage of 
Individual Enterprise” appeared in the Times Trade and 
Engineering Supplement of the 15th inst. It bore, by way of 
corollary, the sub-title “ Inefficiency of State Socialism.” In 
regard to Socialism as a matter of commercial organization, the 
article goes further than our comments can properly extend ; but 
it dispels the view that the Government management which, for 
good or ill, characterized the recent war period is any guarantee 
of the efficiency of Government control in time of peace. Ina 
way it may have been efficient, but at a ruinous cost, as we now 
know. But, as a matter of fact, says Mr. Cox, “ war experience 
when examined in detail showed in myriads of cases gross 
inefficiency, and perhaps even grosser corruption, on the part of 
the organizations controlled by the State for the purposes of war. 
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In reality the war was an ugly demonstration of the inefficiency of 
State Socialism.” That is well put, if beyond our province. 
We have always, however, in these columns, argued that Govern- 
ment control and regulation—though in many directions essential 
for the carrying on of a well-ordered community with all the 
complications of modern life—requires to be restrained to the strict 
necessities of each case. The bureaucrat—we use the term in no 
opprobrious sense—is without the keen interest in the result of 
his work and without the sense of personal responsibility which 
characterize private enterprise. But we readily admit that there 
are many in the employ of the State who are actuated both by 
interest and responsibility. 


Assignment of a Statutory Tenancy. 

Ir was, we believe, been generally considered that a statutory 
tenancy arising under the Rent Restriction Acts is assignable, 
and decisions to this effect were given by the Divisional Court 
last July in Keeves v. Dean and Nunn v. Pellegrini, 67 Sot. J. 
790; 39 T.L.R. 652. The result appeared to follow from the con- 
sideration that the statutory tenant is under s. 15 (1) of the Act 
of 1920 “ entitled to the benefit of all the terms and conditions 
of the original contract of tenancy, so far as the same are con- 
sistent with the provisions of this Act,” and assignability, though 
not an express term of a tenancy, is an implied term. But the 
Court of Appeal (Times, 20th inst.) have taken a different view 
and have reversed the decisions of the Divisional Court. The 
distinction is made that the right to assign is not a term or con- 
dition of the tenancy, but is a right incidental to the estate ; and 
further that-assignment is opposed to the provision of s. 15 (2). 
We hope to discuss subsequently the grounds of this unexpected 
construction of the Acts. For the present it is sufficient to note 
the result and to observe that the statutory tenancy is even a 
more difficult matter than was supposed. Lord Justice BANKES 
thinks it unfortunate that the term “statutory tenant ”’.was 
ever invented. It is, he says, a misnomer. But it has been 
adopted by the Legislature, though it may have come originally 
from commentators on the Acts. 


Similarity of Trade Names. 


THERE IS PROBABLY no class of suit which the common law 
practitioner finds so troublesome as a “ passing-off”’ action : 
the whole law of tort in connection with “ slander of goods, ” 
“ slander of title,” and quasi-fraud is peculiarly uncertain and 
involved. Perhaps this is one reason why such proceedings 
usually originate in the Chancery Division with a claim for an 
injunction rather than in the King’s Bench with a claim for 
damages. At any rate, whatever be the reason, such actions 
usually seem to be commenced in Chancery, and Harrods, Limited, 
v. R. Harrod, Limited, Times, 15th inst., was no exception. 
This case was tried before Mr. Justice Romer, and went from 
him to the Court of Appeal, who reversed his judgment. The 
question concerned the right of the defendant company to adopt 
and use a name alleged by the plaintiff company to resemble their 
own so closely as to be calculated to deceive the public byindicating 
that there was some connection betweenthem. One ot the earliest 
cases on the subject occurred in 1878, and is one of Sir GzorGE 
JessEL’s best-known decisions: Merchant Banking Co. of London 
v. Merchants’ Joint Stock Bank,9 Ch. D.560. ‘‘ What the law did 
prevent was fraud,” said that learned Master of the Rolls: “ It 
prevented not only actual fraud, that is, fraud committed intention- 
ally, but it also prevented a man from carrying on business in 
such a way, whether he knew it or not, as to represent that his 
business was the business of another man. And it might happen 
that the using of a well-known fancy name would be evidence of 
intention on the part of the person using it to commit a fraud. 
One can well understand a certain fancy name being so attached 
toa business as to indicate that business and that business alone, 
and that another man using the same fancy name in carrying 
on a similar business might be convicted of an intention to defraud 
from that circumstance alone.” It was suggested, however, 
by Mr. Justice Byrne, in Walter vy, Ashton, 1902, 2 Ch, 282, that 





the plaintiff in such an action can only succeed if he sh¢ 
probable risk of injury. Further illustrations of the prig 
Lloyds v. Lloyds (Southampton), Limited, 29 Reports Pai 
423, a decision of the late Lord Cozens-Harpy, and 
Limited v. Tollit, 1902, 2 Ch. 319, where Mr. Justice Far 
to deal with the question. The last-named learned judg 
indicated that a similarity of names must be deemed to 
structive fraud sufficient for the purposes of such proce 
these if the similarity of names is cleatly such as is cal¢ 
deceive the public. Applying this'rule, Mr. Justice 
refused, but the Court of Appeal, with the assistance ¢ 
evidence of customers of Harrops being misled, granted, 
locutory injunction in Harrods, Limited v. R. Harrod, Limite 


Accidents in Workmen’s Compensation Cases. 

THE DECISION of the House of Lords in Upton v. Grea 
Railway, Times, 19th inst., affords a good illustratig 
proposition that the principal object of the Workmen’s Ca 
tion Act, 1906, is the insurance of the workman. In that 
workman, who was in the employment of the railway ¢ 
as a foreman labourer, was sent from station A to wa 
water-main at some distance from station B. After 
the work he went to station B with a view to returning 
to station A. The day was wet and windy, and when 
came in, while he was hurrying across the platform to 
he slipped and fell. One of his knees was injured, and sep 
set in and he died. It was admitted that at the tim 
accident he was in the course of the employment, but th 
court judge found that the accident did not arise o 
employment. His award was upheld by a majority of tf 
of Appeal. The House of Lords, however, reversed the 
of that court, and found that the accident arose out of 
ditions of the employment. Lord Ha.pang, in the ¢ 
his speech, said that active physical causation by the su 
was not required to satisfy what was implied by the e 
“ arising out of the employment ” ; that the man was crog 
platform in fulfilment of the implied direction of his em 
and that he might have escaped accident had he beg 
careful, but that no such negligence as might have occu 
in law sufficient to take his case outside the statute. 
struction of the Act in this connection has been consid 
in such cases as Thom or Simpson (Pauper) v. Sinclair, 61 
350; 1917, A.C. 127, and Charles R. Davidson & Co. v. 
or Officer, 62 Sou. J. 347; 1918, A.C. 304. Without cast 
aspersion on the unfortunate workman in the present 
accident may well have been due to the possibly quite unné 
haste with which he approached the train, the result ¢ 
such as this suggests that the protection afforded to the ¥ 
by the statute in matters of this kind is considerably 
than that afforded to employers, and a perusal of s. 7 of 
of 1923, whereby certain accidents happening when the Wi 
acts contrary to regulations, etc., are included, seems 
considerable force to this view. Indeed, in such mat 
employers appear to be placed largely at the mercy of thet 
ment of each individual employee, and their only § 
seems to be to protect themselves against taking pers 
their service, without first satisfying themselves very the 
not only as to their technical aptitude and good charae 
also as to the extent to which caution, self-preservati 
similar qualities are developed in them. 


The Statutory Negation of “‘ Closing Hours.” 

Tue DrivistonaL Court, in Smith v. Fannell, Ti 
inst., has accepted the ingenious contention put forward) 
appellant, that there are nowadays“ no closing hours ” im! 
of a refreshment-house, and quashed a conviction of 
based on the contrary belief. This result need not s 
although at first sight it will seem a little paradoxi 
reader who well knows that, except during some seven @ 
hours of the day, he cannot legally obtain an alcoholic 
any public-house of Great Britain. The explanation 
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sent paradox is this: Section 5 of the Public House Closing 
1864, makes it an offence for the keeper of a refreshment 
to keep his premises open for the sale of refreshments 
ag any part of the time that the said premises are required by 
to be closed. Now, the older Licensing Acts prescribed 
in fixed “ closing hours ” on Sundays and other days during 
no intoxicants could be sold. But the Licensing Act of 
which repealed the earlier Acts, does not fix any particular 
for the closing of public-houses: it permits them to be 
for only a few hours each day (the exact number varies with 
ity), but leaves it to the justices of each district to select their 
Hence “ closing hours ” as such are abolished ; although 
ars, except the seven usually allowed, are in fact “ closing 
s.” It follows, so the Divisional Court held, that a refresh- 
house keeper is no longer bound by any restrictions of this 
"as to the hours in which he will keep his premises open. 
urse there are other statutory restrictions of hours in his 
of shops, gua shops. 








e New Workmen’s Compensation 


Act. 


II. 
(Continued from p. 206.) 
equently happens that the death of the victim of an 
ent does not take place until several months or even years 
the accident which caused it. In such a case under the 
et, if weekly compensation had in the meantime been paid 
pendants, the amount of such payments was deducted 
the compensation awarded in consequence of death, and 
ward was reduced by that amount. This rule inflicted 
hardship and injustice on the dependants, and most: of 
the workman himself, who had to suffer the mortification 
ing that by lingering alive he was eating the compensation 
hich his family would ultimately have to rely for main- 
te. Under “ Minor Amendments,” s. 24 (2) goes a long 
jo remove this injustice by enacting that in such cases no 
tion shall be made in respect of weekly payments, so as 
duce the sum payable in respect of the children of the 
man, nor so as to reduce the amount payable under the 
ipal Act below £200. Under s. 3 the minimum amount of 
msation payable in fatal cases is raised from £150 to £200. 
iation in the maximum amount of weekly payment is 
in s. 4 of the Act. Under paragraph (1) (6) of the First 
Bule to the principal Act, the weekly payment was not to 
i £1. The amount has now been raised to 30s. Here, 
the Act falls considerably short of the recommendations 
Departmental Committee, which proposed a maximum 
a week. It is perhaps rather surprising that a higher 
has not been agreed upon. The increase of fifty per cent. 
ielow the increase in the cost of living; and sums varying 
#5s. to 50s. were at one time put forward by representative 
yers and by Government Departments. 
pensation is, of course, assessed upon the average weekly 
gs of the workman during the previous twelve months. 
mgs means actual remuneration. Deductions for expenses, 
ithe provision of uniform, where a workman is required 
de his own, cannot be made. This is the effect of Midland 
y Co. v. Sharpe, 1904, A.C. 349. In that case a railway 
Was paid, in addition to his wages, a fixed sum whenever 
ities required him to lodge away from home. No inquiries 
made as to whether he spent that sum or any sum. The 
8 of Lords, affirming the decision of the Court of Appeal, 
2 K.B. 26, held that these fixed sums were “ earnings ” 
in the meaning of the First Schedule to the Workmen’s 
ensation Act, 1897. 
Mons 8 and 9 involve a considerable extension of the 
ai Act. Under the former section, share fishermen 
embers of the crew of a fishing vessel who are remunerated 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





22t 


[Vol. 68} 








mainly or wholly by shares in the profit of the vessel) may by 
order of the Secretary of State be included in the Act. Under 
the Act of 1906 they were entirely excluded. Section 9 extends 
the definition of workman very considerably. The limit of 
£350 is substituted for the £250 of s. 13 of the principal Act. 
Persons whose employment is of a casual nature, and who are 
employed otherwise than for the purposes of their employers’ 
trade or business, if employed for the purpose of any game or 
recreation, and engaged or paid through a club, are now 
‘ workmen” within the Act. This extension will, it is antici- 
pated, include most golf caddies. 

The earliest advocates of employers’ liability regarded their 
proposals rather as a means of securing protection ‘for the 
workman’s life and limb than of providing compensation. Their 
object was to make accidents so costly that employers would 
thereby be induced to take steps to avoid them. The inducement 
has in many cases proved insufficient, and the present Act brings 
the prevention of accidents once more into the foreground. 
Section 29 provides that every factory shall be equipped with 
first-aid boxes and appliances of the prescribed standard, and in 
all cases where, in view of the number or nature of accidents 
occurring in any factory or class of factories, it appears desirable 
that special provisions to secure the safety of workpeople should 
be made, power is conferred upon the Secretary of State by Order 
to require such special provisions as may be specified to be 
undertaken. 

Important simplifi¢ations of procedure are contained in s. 10 of 
the Act. For the*purpose of facilitating the giving of notice of 
accidents in pursuance of s. 2 of the principal Act, a book in the 
prescribed form must be kept at every mine, quarry, factory or 
workshop, in which the prescribed particulars of accidents 
happening to persons employed in any of these places may be 
entered by the injured workman or some other person acting on 
his behalf. An entry in such book, if made as soon as practicable 
after the happening of the accident, will be deemed sufficient 
notice of the accident. The book must be readily accessible to 
workmen at all reasonable times. In addition, a summary of the 
requirements of the Compensation Acts with regard to notice of 
accidents, and the making of claims, and the procedure to be 
followed must be kept posted up in some conspicuous place at or 
near every mine, quarry, factory or workshop. 

The most difficult cases under the Compensation Acts are those 
in which the claim is based on medical evidence. Expert evidence, 
as is well known, is usually only a form of advocacy. There are 
many objections to referring a case to a single medical referee. 
Those who have experience in these matters prefer the decisions 
of a board of medical referees or, better still, the judgment of a 
county court judge sitting with a medical referee as assessor. 
And it is now provided in s. 11 of the Act that a judge of county 
courts may in any case, if he thinks fit, and shall, if any party in 
accordance with rules of court so requires and gives security for 
the payment of the prescribed fee, summon a medical referee to 
sit with him as assessor. 

It cannot be pretended that the new measure gives general 
satisfaction to workmen throughout the country or that it is 
welcomed as a boon by those who speak for them in Parliameat. 
The Act is looked upon in many quarters as creating a state of 
affairs on the whole rather worse than in 1914. Dissatisfaction 
has in particular been expressed with regard to the “ waiting 
period.” Under the old law, if a workman were incapacitated 
for more than twelve working days, his compensation dated back 
to the day of the accident. The Holman Gregory Committee 
advocated that there should be no dating back, and s. 5 adopts 
this recommendation in cases where the incapacity does not last 
more than four weeks. One hopeful feature of the criticism of 
the new measure is that it has in most cases been directed 
towards the prevention of accidents, and if the political party 
which has been chiefly respoasible for this criticism can achieve 
the desired object in any considerable degree when they come 
into power, they will certainly gain the support of all sections in 
this particular field. . 
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the variety of matters with which it deals, rather than its essey 
complication, that makes it difficult. But whatever its diffie 
and bulk, the present edition of “‘ Glen” will be an invalug 
aid as well for lawyers as for municipal and other officers. 


Reviews. 
Public Health. 


Guien’s Law or Pusiic HEALTH AND Local, GOVERNMENT. 
Fourteenth Edition, by the late Arex. GLEN, K.C., M.A., 
LL.M. Cantab, Bencher of the Middle Temple; RANDOLPH 
A. Guzen, M.A., LL.B. Cantab, Barrister-at-Law, and G. W. 
Battey, Bairister-at-Law. Vol. I, Part I. The Principal 
Public Health Acts. Div. I. The Public Health Act, 1875. 
Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. Five Parts or Two Volumes. £5 5s. 
net. 


The preface to this edition of Glen’s Public Health contains an 
interesting account of the evolution of the work. An earlier and 
slighter work was commenced in 1848 with a treatise on the 
Nuisances Removal Act of that year, and this, with successive 
additions, ran through four editions. But the passing of the 
Public Health and Local Government Acts of 1858 called tor a 
larger scheme, and the First Edition of the present work (1858) 
contained all the then Public Health and Local Government Acts. 
The expansion of municipal activities and the output of the 
Legislature and the Law Courts gave ample material for the 
growth of the editions which followed. All the earlier works 
and the first six editions of the present work were written and 
edited |.y the late William Cunningham Glen, who subsequently 
becam Principal of the Legal Department of the Local Govern- 
meni Board. His son, the late Alexander Glen, K.C., joined him 
in the eighth, ninth and tenth editions, and was joint editor with 
the late Austin Fleeming Jenkins of the next three, in the last of 
which his son, Mr. Randolph A. Glen, took part. The thirteenth 
edition was published in 1906, but in the course of the preparation of 
a new edition Mr. Alexander Glen died, and his son has now been 
joined in the task by Mr. G. W. Bailey. At the same time 
occasion has been taken to re-arrange the work And to make room 
for the addition of new matter by economy in the method of 
presenting amending and alternative statutes. Thus the 
Private Streets Works Act, 1892, which provides an alternative 
method of making up streets to that under s. 150 of the Act of 
1875, has, with its notes, been transferred to the note to that 
section. And the work, although it is proposed to bind it in two 
volumes for those who prefer this method and do not object 
to the resulting weight and size, is made more easy of use by binding 
it also in five volumes between which the six parts into which it is 
divided are distributed. Two of these, containing the Acts 
relating, among other matters, to Public Undertakings and the 
*““Clauses’’ Acts and Miscellaneous Statutes, have already 
been published. The present volume is devoted exclusively 
to the Public Health Act, 1875, the most important of the 
numerous statutes affecting Public Health which have to be 
included, and to cognate statutes. 

The publishers have departed from the usual method of printing 
annotated statutes, and instead of giving the sections in bold 
type use the same type for the sections and the notes, distin- 
guishing the latter by a black marginal line. Presumably this 
is done to save space, and since the distinction is quite clearly 
indicated, the reader must be satisfied, though the larger type 
for the statute seems to be better for the eyes and better in 
appearance. We should also say that the distinction is assisted 
by the heading ‘ Note,” following the section, and where the 
note requires to be divided, a table of the divisions is prepared. 
The nature of the statutory provisions, and:the vast number of 
particular instances which have arisen under them, and the wealth 
of judicial decision, render this division in most cases necessary. 
‘Thus the fourth section of the Act, with its definitions of ‘‘ owner,’’ 
** street,” ‘‘ drain,” and *‘ sewer,”’ and other terms, has given rise 
to a great mass of litigation, particularly the last two, and the 
cases are very clearly arranged and stated. So, too, is the note 
on s. 107, which enables local authorities to take legal pro- 
ceedings for the abatement of nuisances. The division which 
treats of nuisances at Common Law has a very interesting 
exposition of the respective liabilities of the persons—such as land- 
lord and tenant— interested in the premises on which the nuisance 
arises, cases of which R. v. Pedley, 1 A. & E. 822, and Gwinnell 
v. Eames, L.R. 10 C.P. 658, are good examples. An equally 
important section is s. 150, which empowers the local authority 
to require the making up of private streets, and with this must be 
taken s. 257, which enables the expenses to be recovered when the 
work has been done by the local authority. Under both sections 
the notes are given with a fulness of detail and a precision of 
arrangement which will afford great. help to the practitioner. 
Thus the creation and enforcement of the charge on the premises 
in favour of the local authority, and the ultimate incidence of the 


charge as between vendor and purchaser or landlord and tenant, 
are matters in which it is frequently necessary.to consult the 
decided cases, and they can be readily found and their relevance 
considered in the sent work. Local Government Law tends 
to become more more extensive and detailed, and it is perhaps. 
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Income Tax.—The Practice and Law of Income Tax and Supa 
tax. By Wm. Sanpers. Third edition. Butterworth ¢ 
21s. net. ‘ 

Companies.— Holding Companies and their Published Accoug 
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post free. Be 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS & 
High Court—King’s Bench Divisioy i 


REDHEUGH COLLIERY, LIMITED v. GATESHEAD UNION Ai 
MENT COMMITTEE. Div. Court. 21st and 22nd June, P 


RATES—APPEAL TO QUARTER SESSIONS—INADEQUACY oF Nom 
oF APPEAL—RESPITE—POINT RAISED BEFORE QU; 
SessIons—NoT PREVIOUSLY RAISED BEFORE ASSESSMEN 
ComMITTEE—Poor RE IEF Act, 1743, 17 Geo. II, c. 38, 8,4 
UNION ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE AcT, 1862, 25 & 26 ¥ 
c. 103, s. 18—UNION ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE AMENDME} 
Act, 1864, 27 & 28 Vict., c. 39, s. 1. 


A colliery company gave notice of objection to the val 
list in force in the parish, and appealed against a poor rate4 
the ground that the valuation of the colliery was unfair, incor 
or excessive, and illegal. In a schedule to the notice they fill 
the value of the colliery under the heading “‘ present rateable t, 
but made no entry in the column headed, ‘‘ present gross estimal 
rental in rate book.”’ The assessment commissioners heard tl 
appeal and sustained the assessment. The company appea 
to quarter sessions, and put forward, on appeal, an objection 
had not been raised before the a ment c ittee) as to the s 
of the statutable deductions made from the gross estimated 
in order to arrive at the rateable value. The Court of Q i 
Sessions entertained the objection, and as a result reduced | : 
rateable value of the colliery to £1. The respondents (the Asse t 
ment Committee) appealed. i ; 
Held (Greer, J. dissenting), that, in view of the facts, the comp 12 ° 
were not entitled to raise on appeal the point (which had not bm 
raised before the assessment committee) whether, in the rate ap =) 
against, sufficient deduction was made from the gross e ‘ma 
rental shown in the rate in order to arrive at the rateable 
thereof. 


Hendon Paper Works Co. v. Sunderland Assessment Comm 
1915, 1 K.B. 763, considered. “a 
The fact that notice of appeal to quarter sessions againil 
poor rate has not been given within the prescribed period, does 
preclude the Court of Quarter Sessions from respiting such an appa 
notwithstanding the provisions of s. 4 of the Poor Relief Act, 188 
and, provided twenty-one days’ notice has been given beforet 
sessions to which the justices at the first sessions have respited 
an appeal, such notice is adequate, although no express no 
been _— for the particular sessions at which the appeal is 

heard. 


Case stated by the Durham Court of Quarter Sessions. “(I 

the quarter sessions for the County of Durham on Ist Jantl 

1923, and following days, the above-named appellants 

against a certain poor rate and a supplemental poor : 

by the overseers of the parish at Gateshead, wherein the of tl 
rated as the occupiers of a certain colliery called the Redhe We | 
Colliery in the said parish at the sum of £2,205 as the a 
estimated rental, and £2,152 as the rateable or net annual 
These fi s had been in operation since Ist April, 19 
were included in the valuation lis® in force in the said pa 
at the time when the said rate was made. (2) The f 
question was made on 13th April, 1921, and the supple 
rate on 16th June, 1921, for the period ending 31st M 

The appellants on 29th September, 1921, gave notice of ob 
to the valuation list in force in the said parish.” [On Ist Not 
ber, 1921, the objections were heard by the assessment 
mittee, who ultimately informed the appellants that ti 
decided to sustain the assessment at the sums above sta 
“* No express objection was made to the said list either 
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2 2 Q.B. 237, and in Hendon Pa 
| Assessment Committee, 1915, 1 K.B. 763, the amount of the net 
_ Tateable value could not exceed the amount of the 


Pe 


allo ving the 


22, 1923 


ade from the gross estimated rental in order to arrive at the 
teable value of the said colliery were insufficient. (3) On 
June, 1922, the appellants gave notice of appeal to the 

ng quarter sessions, which were held on Sra July, 1922. 

| At the Midsummer Quarter Sessions, held on 3rd July, 1922, 
he appellants not having given to the respondents the twenty- 
“one days’ notice previous to such quarter sessions required by 
a mn 1 of the Union Assessment Committee Amendment 
Act, 1864, made application for their appeal to be entered and 
| gespited to the next sessions, which was done, the respondents 
this occasion appearing by counsel and consenting to the 
“‘espite. At the chaelmas Quarter Sessions, held on 16th 
ictober, 1922, the appeal was Le consent further respited to the 

| Bpiphany Quarter Sessions, 1923, on the appellants’ f omagey 
Ne her or other notice of appeal than that of 13th June, 1922, 
s given appellants. (4) When the app came on 

op hearing before us at the Epiphany Quarter Sessions on 3rd 
nuary, 1923, objection was taken on behalf of the respondents, 

the Assessment Committee, that the Court had no jurisdiction 
to hear the appeal on the grounds: (i) That the Midsummer 
Quarter Sessions, 1922,*being the next practicable sessions to 
which the appeal should have been brought, and the appeal 
having been entered at those sessions in default of due notice, 
gnd respited to the next sessions, namely, the Michaelmas 
r Sessions, 1922, in accordance with section 4 of the Poor 


"Relief Act, 1743, the justices were bound by that section then 
and there finally to hear and determine the same and had no 
a to respite the appeal to the Epiphany Quarter Sessions, 


; (ii) That twenty-one days’ notice in writing is required 
section 1 of the Union Assessment Committee Amendment Act, 

"a , to be given previous to the quarter sessions at wbich such 
"an appeal was to be made, and, such notice had not been given 
"previous to the Michaelmas Quarter Sessions, 1922, or to the 
7.» hany Quarter Sessions, 1923. (5) We overruled both these 
ae tentions, and proceeded with the hearing of the appeal. 
(6) The respondents further objected that in view of the fact 
‘stated in para. (2) hereof the appellants were not entitled 
to raise in the appeal the question whether, in the rate appealed 
| against, sufficient deduction was made from the gross estimated 
' rental shown in the said rate in ordef to arrive at the rateable 
» yalue thereof. We overruled this objection also. (7) The 
"appeal was then heard, and the appellants adduced evidence 
| toshow: (i) That upon the facts, apart from any deduction 
“in respect of the matters referred to in para. (2) hereof from 
gross estimated rental appearing in the said rate, the net 
“yateable value shown in the said rate for the said colliery was 
excessive ; and (ii) That in fact the deduction made from the gross 
4 imated rental, in order to arrive at the rateable value thereof, 
"was insufficient to represent the probable average annual cost 
ofthe repairs, insurance and other expenses necessary to maintain 
the said colliery in a state to command the rent. The appellants 
in opening their case did not either repudiate or accept the said 
_ grossestimated rental. Inthe course of the hearing the appellants 
" gave evidence to show what the amount of the said statutable 
_ deduction should be, and that this amount deducted from the 


ye | 


| said gross estimated rental would reduce the net rateable value 
’ to a nominal figure. 


The respondents then stated that they 
admitted that the statutable deductions when deducted from 


' the said gross estimated rental were more than sufficient to 


_teduce the net rateable value to a nominal figure. Thereupon 


_ the appellants raised the contention appearing in para. (8) (ii). 
(8) Counsel for the appellants put forward two separate con- 


tentions: (i) That the net rateable value was excessive apart 
from any consideration of the gross estimated rental as stated 

the valuation list; (ii) That in any case the net rateable 
value was excessive because the allowance of the statutable 
deductions from the gross to the net was insufficient, and therefore 
‘that in view of the decision in Horton v. Walsall Union, 1898, 
Works Co. v. Sunderland 


estimated 


) tental less the statutable deductions. . . (10) We held that we 


"were bound by the decision in Hendon Paper Works Co. v. 
: land Assessment 


we Committee to accept the contention 
the appellants stated in para. (8) (ii) hereof, but found that if 
2 were not so bound, the rateable value shown in the said rate 
"Was a proper one. Holding ourselves so bound, we reduced 
‘he rateable value of the said colliery to the sum of £1 while 
gi estimated rental of £2,205 to stand unaltered, 
“and allowed the ap with costs, subject to the stating of this 
Spe case. (11) questions for the opinion of the Court 
pate (i) Whether we were right in overruling each of the two 
“fententions of the respondents set out in para. 4 hereof, and in 
Holding that we had j iction to hear the a ; (ii) Whether, 
80, we were right in holding that the ap ts were entitled 
#0 raise the question of the sufficiency of the deduction made 
bm the gross estimated rental in order to arrive at the rateable 
ue; (ili) Whether, if we were right on questions (i) and (ii), we 

> right in holding that we were bound by the decision in 
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Hendon Paper Works Co. v. Sunderland Assessment Commitice 
to reduce the said rateable value to £1...” By s. 18 of the Union 
Assessment Committee Act 1862, it is provided: “ Any overseer 
or overseers of any parish in any union who shall have reason 
to think that such parish is aggrieved by the valuation list of 
any parish within such union, or any person who may feel himself 
aggrieved by any valuation list on the und of unfairness or 
incorrectness in the valuation of any hereditaments included 
therein. . . may . give to the committee and to the overseers 
a notice in writing of his objection, spec the grounds thereof, 
and, where the ground of any objection shall be unfairness or 
incorrectness in the valuation of any hereditament in respect 
of which any person, other than the person objecting, is liable 
to be rated. . . also give notice in writing of such objection, 
and of the ground thereof to such other person. The remai 
material statutory provisions are sufficiently stated in the 
judgments. 

GREER, J. The case raises two separate classes of questions 
as to a rating appeal at quartersessions. The first set_ of questions 
is raised by . 4 of the case—[His lordship read para. 4 (i), 
and continued}—the material facts being that the appellants 
had appealed against the rate to the Midsummer Quarter ions, 


-1922, without having given the requisite statutory twenty-one 


days’ notice. The appeal was entered and respited to the 
Michaelmas Quarter Sessions, and was afterwards respited from 
that to a subsequent sessions, and the argument for the present 
appellants, the assessment committee, was that there was no 
jurisdiction in the quarter sessions to respite the appeal from 
the Michaelmas Quarter Sessions. Whether they were right 
or not depends on the true construction of s, 4 of the Poor Relief 
Act, 1743, which provides that “in case any person or persons 
shall find him, her, or themselves aggrieved by any rate or 
assessment made for the relief of the poor . . . it shall and may 
be lawful for such person or persons . . . giving reasonable 
notice to the churchwardens or overseers of the poor of the 
parish . . . to appeal to the next general or quarter sessions 
of the peace . . . and the justices of the peace there assembled 
are hereby authorised and required to receive such appeal and 
to hear and finally determine the same ; but if it shal appear 
to the said justices that reasonable notice was not given, then 
they shall adjourn the said appeal to the next quarter sessions , 
and then and there finally hear and determine the same. ... ” 
It was contended by the present appellants, the Gateshead 
Union Assessment Committee, that the only power that the 
Court of Quarter Sessions had, having entered and respited the 
appeal, in a case where there was insufficient notice, was to 
respite it to the next quarter sessions, and at that quarter 
sessions finally to hear and determine the same. But in order 
to decide whether that:is right one must look at the earlier 
rt of the section, which deals with the ition where notice 
been given. I may say that reasonable notice has by the 
subsequent statute, the Union Assessment Committee Amendment 
Act of 1864, been converted into the period of twenty-one 
days. If one looks at what is to happen in a case wher2 reasonable 
notice has in fact been given, the statute provides that the justices 
there assembled shall hear and finally determine the same, and 
it has been decided, and it is said to be the law, that in that 
case the common law power of quarter sessions to respite from 
time to time is not interfered with, though the words of the 
section are that ‘‘ justices there assembled shall finally hear and 
determine the same.” It appears to me, and I think the other 
members of the Court agree in this part of the decison, that the 
second clause, which deals with what is to happen when the 
reasonable notice has not been given, does not control the inherent 
power of quarter sessions at common law to respite an appeal 
from time totime. The words “there and then finally hear and 
determine the same” are in contrast to the other time, that is to 
say, the time when they first respitedit. When it comes on again 
they can entertain it, and do exactly what the quarter sessions can 
do with any case which is within their jurisdiction, namely, either 
decide it then or adjourn it to a subsequent quarter sessions for 
hearing and decision. With regard to the second question, 
we also think that, provided twenty-one days’ notice has 
been given before the sessions to which the Teakieen at the 
first sessions respited the appeal, that is adequate, though there 
is no express notice for that particular sessions. All that is 
necessary is that there should be twenty-one days’ notice 
before the quarter sessions to which, in the first instance, 
the quarter sessions respited the appeal. . So far as the 
questions are concerned which are raised in para. 4 of the case 
and which the quarter sessions decided against the assessment 
committee's contentions, we think e quarter’ sessions 
were right in their view. [His lordship proceeded to deliver 
a dissentient judgment upon the substantial question raised by 
paras. (2), (6), (7) and (8) of the case.] 
Avory, J., after delivering a judgment on the preliminary 
— in which he concurred with Greer, J., said : ‘“ Now, coming 
the second question{in .(11), i.¢., whether the Court wasright 
in holding that the appellants were entitled to raise the q 
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of the sufficiency of the deductions made from the gross rental in 
order to arrive at the rateable value, I think that must be 
considered in conjunction with the third question. It cannot be 
determined separately. [His lordship stated the third question 
(supra para.(11)ofcase).] Now, I start with a fact that cannot be 
disputed in this case, that the result, if it is right, is ridiculous 
and absurd. Noone suggests that the real rateable value of the 
colliery is £1 ; if, however, the argument which led to that result 
is sound, of course effect must be given to it ; but I think every 
endeavour should be made to avoid adopting an argument which 
leads to such an absurd result. This question really depends, 
in my opinion, upon the view taken of the short question 
arising under the Union Assessment Committee Act of 1864 which 
requires that notice of objection shall be given to the assessment 
committee before any appealcan beheard. Ithinkitisimportant 
to observe that this is a condition precedent to the hearing of an 
appeal. The Act enacts that after a date, the lst August, 1864, 
no person shall be empowered to appeal against a poor rate made 
in conformity with the valuation list unless he shall have given 
to the assessment committee notice of objection against the 
valuation list, and shall have failed to ebtain such relief in the 
matter as he deems just, which objection the committee is to 
hear with full power to alter or amend the list although it has 
been approved of. That provision, in my opinion, cannot be 
understood without reference to the Act of 1862, and, in my 
opinion, the notice of objection contemplated by the Act of 1864 
is such notice of objection as has been already provided for by 
s. 18 of the Act of 1862,thatis,a notice “specifying the grounds 
thereof.” A person cannot be said to be specifying the 
ground of his objection when he can only object on the ground 
of unfairness or incorrectness, which in my opinion means 
the same thing. The question here is whether this notice 
of objection given in this case did specify the grounds of the 
objection. We know now that the ground of the objection was 
that the amount of the statutable deductions, as they are called, 
from the gross to the rateable, was very much greater than that 
which appeared by the valuation list. The case finds that no 
express objection was made to the list, either in the notice or at 
the hearing before the assessment committee, on the ground that 
the deductions made from the gross estimated rental to arrive at 
the rateable value of the colliery were insufficient. When the 
notice of appeal to quarter sessions was served, the grounds of 
appeal clearly raised the question as to the gross estimated rental 
as well as rateable, because their grounds of appeal are that the 
hereditaments described in the rate as under are over-valued, and 
they then set out the gross estimated rental of the several 
hereditaments. The second ground of appeal is that the assess- 
ments set out above are unfair, incorrect, excessive, and illegal. 
They then say that the net value of the hereditaments is greater 
than it ought to be; and ground No. 5 is that sufficient deductions 
had not been made from the gross estimated rental to arrive at the 
net annual value. So, when they came to quarter sessions, the 
appellants were then objecting to the estimated rental as well as 
to the rateable value. Having made no objection before the 
assessment committee to the deductions made from the gross in 
order to arrive at the rateable value, they then say at quarter 
sessions, ‘ You, the respondent assessment committee, are bound 
by the figures of the gross estimated rental; although we have 
appealed against them, you are bound by those figures, and we will 
now show that the statutable deductions, if properly estimated, 
when deducted from the gross rental will produce a rateable value 
of £1’; and it is said that the Court of Quarter Sessions were 
bound by the decision in the Hendon Paper Works Co. case, to 
accept that result. It seems to me that cither the appellants were 
precluded from taking this point at quarter sessions, which they 

ad not taken before the assessment committee, or, if they were 
not precluded from taking the point, it cannot be that the 
respondent assessment committee were precluded from discussing 
the question whether the gross estimated rental was correct or not. 
Such a point—namely, the amount of the deductions which should 
be made from the gross to the rateable—is a specific ground of 
objection within the meaning of s. 18, which ought to be taken 
before the assessment committee. [His lordship referred to 
The Queen vy. Justices of London, 1897, 1 Q.B. 433, Williams 
v. Assessment Committee of Bedminster Union, 30 L.T.R. 
710, and continued:—j] In conclusion, I have to deal 
with the case of Hendon Paper Works Company v. Sunder- 
land Assessment Committee, supra, which the Court of quarter 
sessions thought compelled them to arrive at this absurd result. 
That was a case stated by the quarter sessions, on the hearing of 
an appeal to quarter sessions, against the poor rate. The 
assessment committee contended that they were entitled to give 
evidence that the gross estimated rental inserted in the rate book 
was too low. It was stated as a fact that there had been an 
agreement in previous years that a certain percentage should be 
added to the rateable value in order to arrive at the gross 
estimated rental, and the learned Kecorder at quarter sessions 
held that the assessment committee were not entitled to call 


evidence to show that the gross estimated rental was too low, and 

















that the allegations about the agreement would not amount tg 
an yey The Divisional Court held that this decision 

right on both points. The Court of Appeal held that as a gener 
principle of law the assessment committee were bound by the 
gross estimated rental sppearing in the rate book, and were not 
entitled to call evidence before quarter sessions to show that the 
gross estimated rental had been fixed too low ; but held that the 
alleged facts, if proved, would be evidence of an estoppel against 
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the appellant company and that the case must go back to quarter If dc 
sessions to hear evidence of the alleged facts. In this case the e 
ratepayer, by not raising this point about the deductions befor oc 
the assessment committee, is leading them into a trap, because all 
he takes them to the quarter sessions and then says: ‘ Now, if in usual 
you make the proper statutory deductions, the result will be to ment 
reduce my rateable value to nothing.’ In my view, for the reason able = 
I have given, this case is not an authority for saying that such an ics 
objection is not one which need be made before the assessment ali 
committee. As I have already indicated, my view is that the the nun 
objection is one which ought to have been made, and, not havi smount 
been made, it is not open to the appellants to rely upon that poi a Ir 
at the quarter sessions. The result is, I think, that the second due care 
and third questions must be answered in the negative ; con- ume | 
sequently that the rateable value shown in the rate book should be HM giich 1 
restored and the appeal by the present respondents to quarter Original 
sessions be dismissed.” hen cor 
Lord Hewart, C.J., delivered judgment, concurring with 3 OW 
Avory, J.—CouNSEL : Konstam, K.C., and Mundahl ; Mortimer, otherwis 





K.C., and Simey. Sonicrrors: Maples, Teesdale & Co., for 
Lambert & Lambert, Gateshead ; Crossman, Block & Co., for 
Murray & Richmond, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

(Reported by J. L. Denison, Barrister-at-Law.] 





ERRATUM.—Re Sir Joseph Beecham ; Wolly v. Beecham, ante, 


p. 208. In line 9 from the end of the Master of the Rolls’ judg- 
ment after ‘‘in the future’’ insert “ would be payable out of 
residue.” ‘ 








New ‘Orders, &c. 


THE BENEFICES ACT, 1898. 


The Lord Chanceller, by virtue of section 3 of the Benefices 
Act, 1898, has appointed The Right Honourable Gordon Baron 
Hewart, Lord Cnief Justice of England, to be the Judge of the 
Supreme Court for the purposes of the said Act. 


THE GUARDIANSHIP OF INFANTS ACT, 1886. 


The Lord Chancellor has nominated The Honourable Mr. Justice 
Lawrence to be the Judge of the Chancery Division for the 
purposes mentioned in rule 7 of the Rules made in pursuance of 
the Guardianship of Infants Act, 1886. 





Land Registry. 
LAND CHARGES ACTS, 1888 anv 1900. 


The Chief Land Registrar of H.M. Land Registry has given 
notice that on and after 1st January next there will be in use in 
the Land Charges Department of the Land Registry a new series 
of Forms of Application for registration of Annuities, Land 
Charges, Deeds of Arrangement, Writs and Orders and Jis 
Pendens. 

The new forms have been devised with the two-fold object of 
assisting solicitors, when registering, by simplifying the work to 
be done and at the same time co-ordinating the particulars to be 
given with those which will be required when the changes made 
by the Law of Property Act, 1922, come into force. 

At the same time a new form of alphabetical Index will be 
brought into use which will greatly save the time of the searching 

ublic. At present search has to be made in no less than nine 
arge books. In future, apart from exceptional cases, search 
only have to be made in one typewritten book where all the 
entries in all the five registers are collected under the name 
searched against. The great economy of time, as well as the- 
greater accuracy ensured, will readily be appreciated. 
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Stamp Duties? 
NOTICE. 









Inland Revenue, pMhere t] 

Somerset House, or inde 

London, W.C.2, inst mor 

January, 1924. P liabil iti 

ADJUDICATION OF Stamp Duty—Sramp Act, 1891, SECTION 12. OTE. —-'1 
1. Executed instruments, the adjudication of which is desired, sho 






may be presented personally either at the office of the Controller at the 





nefices 
of the 


Justice 
or the 
ince of 


use in 
> series 


id Lis 


ject of 
rork to 
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will be 
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=. 
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. 22, 1923 


Stamps (Room 16, New Wing, Somerset House) or at the- 
Giamp Office, Telegraph Street, E.C.2, or may be forwarded by 
post, addressed 


to :—- 


If documents are transmitted through the registered post, 
e and registration fees are required to be paid by the 


icant. 


{fn all cases a plain copy or an accurate and complete abstract 
jn usual conveyancing form must accompany the original instru- 
Where a number of transfers of stocks, shares or market- 
able securities between the same parties are presented for 

ication, it will be sufficient to furnish a copy of one transfer 
and a list of the others, showing for each the consideration and 
the number and description of the shares or securities or the 
gmount and description of the stock. 

2. Instruments presented for adjudication will be kept witb 
due care but the Commissioners give notice that they do not 
gsume any responsibility with reference to any loss or damage 
which may be occasioned, either in transit or during detention. 
Original instruments will be returned after the adjudication has 
Copies and abstracts will not be returned. 

$. With a view to the avoidance of the delay which must 
gdherwise ensue, full and sufficient information to enable an 
assessment to be made should be furnished in the first instance, 
when the instrument is presented for adjudication. 

The nature of the information usually necessary in the case of 
certain specified classes of instruments is indicated at the end of 
this Notice. It must, however, be understood that, in requesting 
this information, no ruling is intended as to how a particular case 


ment. 


heen completed. 


will be adjudicated. 


ff any further information or explanation is required, a 
mquisition will be sent, or, if thought necessary, personal 
ittendance at Somerset House will be required. 

4. When the duty has been assessed, a notice of assessment 
will be sent to the applicant, who should pay the duty in the 
manner directed by the Notice. 
samped with the duty assessed and with the Adjudication Stamp 
adi will be returned to the applicant, either personally, at 
Somerset House in the case of deeds presented there, and at the 
Samp Office, Telegraph Street, in the case of deeds presented 
trough that Office, or through the post, as may be arranged. 
Rshould be added that, if a remittance is by uncertified cheque, 
ie usual period of clearance must elapse before the instrument 


be stamped. 


5. If the applicant dissents from the assessment he should 
bit a statement of his reasons for dissenting, and his view of 
tbasis upon which the instrument should be stamped. 
, if he so desires, have an interview with the Adjudicating 
rr by appointment. The assessment will then be reconsidered. 
If dissatisfied with the final assessment, the applicant may, 
ithin twenty-one days after the date of the assessment and on 
yment of duty in conformity therewith, appeal against the 
sment to the High Court and may for that purpose require 

ite Commissioners to state and sign a case. 

By Order of the Board, 


I.—AGREEMENT FOR SALE. 


Where it is claimed that any 
of the subject matter of 
Agreement is exempt from 
tlorem duty as falling within 
or other of the exceptions 
lained in section 59 of the 
p Act, 1891 (i.e., as being 
estate or interest in 
tenements, ‘heredita- 
or heritages, or as being 
y locadly situate out of 
United Kingdom, or goods, 
or merchandise, or stock, 
etable securities, or any 
or vessel, or part interest, 
or eer of or in any 
or vessel), 
“here the purchaser takes 
orindemnifies the Vendor 
mortgage or other debts 
Milabilities. 


—The value of all fixed plant and tenant’s or trade 
should be separately stated from those articles which 
Mat the date of sale, in an actual state of severance. 


Pe 


The Controller of Stamps, 
(Adjudication Branch), 
Inland Revenue, 
Somerset House, 


London, W.C.2. 


The instrument will then be 


He 


F. A. BARRETT, 
Secretary. 


Furnish separate values of the 
property coming within each of 
the heads in respect of which 
exemption is claimed, and state 
the ground on which the exemp- 
tion is claimed. Where a Balance 
Sheet or Valuation is in exist- 
ence, which shows the value of 
the several items or any ot them 
to be as stated, this is ordinarily 
sufficient evidence of value, and 
it should, therefore, accompany 
the Abstract. Where no such 
Balance Sheet or Valuation is in 
existence, some reasonable evi- 
dence of value must be supplied. 


A list of these must be 
supplied accompanied by similar 
documentary evidence, showing 
that the amounts are correct. 
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II.—CoONVEYANCE ON SALE. 


Where the property is sold 
subject to a mortgage. 


Generally, if property is sold 
subject to, or in consideration 
of, the taking over or release of 
any debt or pecuniary liability. 


III.—CoNVEYANCE OR ‘TRANSFER 


DECLARATION OF TRUST, &C.) 


State the amount owing for 
principal (and interest, if any, if 
the purchaser undertakes pay- 
ment thereof) at the date of the 
Conveyance. 

State the amount thereof. 


(INCLUDING SETTLEMENT, 
OPERATING AS A VOLUNTARY 


DISPOSITION inter vivos. 


Where the subject matter is 
land. 


Where the subject matter is 
stocks, shares or marketable 
securities. 

Where the subject matter is 
property of any other descrip- 
tion, e.g., reversions, life policies, 
furniture. 


Furnish a full description of 
the property. The question of 
value will be referred to the 
Valuation Office. 

Furnish a valuation as indi- 
cated below under the heading 
** Settlement.”’ 

Furnish details and reasonable 
evidence of value. 


IV.—CoNVEYANCE OR TRANSFER ON ANY OCCASION EXCEPT SALE, 
MORTGAGE OR VOLUNTARY DISPOSITION. 


If the Conveyance or Trans- 
fer is made on the occasion of 
the appointment of a New 
Trustee. 

If the Conveyance or Trans- 
fer is made for effectuating a 
settlement. 


Produce the Deed of Appoint- 
ment. 


Produce the settlement. 


V.—INSTRUMENT OF DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP, WHETHER 
AGREEMENT OR CONVEYANCE. 


In all cases. 


Produce a copy of the Balance 
Sheet or statement of account 
between the partners, showing— 

(a) The amount of the 
liabilities (separating mort- 
gages from current trade 
liabilities) ; 

(6) The liquid assets (stock- 
in-trade, cash and book 
debts); and 

(c) (If the fact is not disclosed 
by the instrument) the 
share of the out-going part- 
ner in the partnership assets 


VI.—MorTGAGE, &C. 
Nore.—A security for advances without limit cannot be 


adjudicated. 
Where a Trust Deed secures 
payment of Debentures. 
Where it is claimed that 
collateral, auxiliary, additional 
or substituted security duty 
only is payable. 


Produce the Debentures exe- 
cuted and duly stamped. 

Produce the principal 
primary security. 


or 


VII.—TRANSFER OF MORTGAGE. 


In all cases. 


State the amount of interest 
in arrear (if any) at the date of 
transfer. 


VIIL.—SETrLEMENT (IF NOT WITHIN Heaprne III.) 


Where Stocks and /or Securi- 
ties are settled, whether in 
possession or reversion, and 
whether the interest settled is 
contingent or vested. 


Where a share only in a 
reversionary interest in a Trust 
fund is settled. 


Furnish particulars of the 
Stocks and Securities if not 
specified in the Settlement and 
in any case produce a statement 
of the value of each of the 
several items as at date of 
Settlement— 

(a) From prices quoted in any 
authorised Stock and Share 
List : or 

(6) Where there is no quota- 
tion, based on the average 
of the latest private trans- 
actions, which can generally 
be obtained from the Secre- 
tary of the Company. 

In addition to the above par- 
ticulars of the investments of 
the fund at the date of Settle- 
ment, state the Settlor’s interest 
therein. 
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State whether the Settlor was 
at the date of the Settlement 
entitled in possession or rever- 
sion, or in default of the exercise 
of a power of appointment, to 
any money, stocks or shares not 
specified in the deed, and give 
as above particulars and value 
of such property. 


Where a Settlor covenants to 
settle other property which he 
may then have, but which is 
not specifically mentioned. 


Where the settled fund com- 
prises a policy of life insurance— 
(a) If the Settlement (or any 
other instrument) contains 
provision for keeping the 
policy on foot. 
(6) If there is no such pro- 
vision. 


(a) State the amount of any 
bonuses added. 


(b) Produce a certificate of 
the surrender value from 
the Insurance Company. 
Note.—Particulars of the value of unsold landed property 

brought into Settlement, whether subject to a trust for sale or 

not, need not be furnished. 


SPECIAL EXEMPTIONS. 

Where it is claimed that an State the section of the Act 
instrument is not chargeable conferring the exemption, and 
with duty by reason of an give an explanation of the 
exemption not arising under grounds for claiming that the 
any Revenue Act. instrument falls within it. 





Ministry of Health. 
PANEL DOCTORS’ REMUNERATION. 
TERMS OF REFERENCE TO COURT OF ENQUIRY. 


The Minister of Health has approved the following terms of 
reference for the Court of Enquiry set up in connection with the 
terms of remuneration for the insurance medical service after 
the Ist January next :— 

“To enquire and report to His Majesty’s Government 
what should be the amount of the capitation fee (per insured 
person per annum) on the basis of which the Central Practi- 
tioners’ Fund under Article 19 of the National Health Insurance 
(Medical Benefit) Regulations, 1924, should be calculated as 
from the lst January, 1924, so as to afford adequate remunera- 
tion for the time and service to be given by general practitioners 
under the conditions set out in these Regulations, in connection 
with the medical attendance and treatment of insured persons, 
due regard being had to the service in fact rendered under the 
Regulations hitherto in force. 

** This capitation fee is not to include any payment in respect 
of the supply of drugs and appliances (such payments being 
made out of the Drug Fund under Article 24 of the Regulations), 
or any payments to meet the special conditions of practice 
in rural and semi-rural areas.” 

The Secretary to the Court will be Mr. R. H. Crooke, Ministry 
of Health, Whitehall, S.W.1, to whom any correspondence on the 
subject should be addressed. 

Ministry of Health, 

Whitehall, 8.W.1. 

10th December. 





The Court of Inquiry one by the Minister of Health 
and the Secretary for Scotland to consider the question of the 
remuneration of Insurance Practitioners held a private meeting 
on Thursday at the Ministry of Health, and considered 
questions of procedure. 

Meetings for the purpose of hearing evidence will take place 
on Friday, the 4th January, at 10.30 a.m., and on Monday and 
Tuesday, the 7th and 8th January, 1924, at the Ministry of 
Health, Whitehall, S.W.1. Those meetings will be open to the 
public and the Press. 

Ministry of Health, 

Whitehall, S.W.1. 
13th December. 


STATEMENT BY SIR WILLIAM JOYNSON-HICKS, 
MINISTER OF HEALTH, ON FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE 
AS AFFECTING MAN. 

Having regard to the recent statement of the President of the 
Royal Society of Medicine that doctors were willing to co-operate 
with the veterinary profession in the prevention and cure of 


animal diseases, and in view of the suspicion that foot-and-mouth 
disease may extend from animals to man, I have inquired into 
the present position. 

I find that while there is evidence that the disease can be 
communicated from animals to man, mainly through the secre- 
tions from the mouth of the infected animals to the dairyman, 
cowkeeper, or other persons in very close contact with them, 
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the occurrence of such cases is rare, the illness has been very m 
and in this country there is no instance of death having resulted, 

So long as the policy of the Ministry of Agriculture of immediate 
slaughter both of infected animals and of animals in contact 
with them is carried out, there is very little probability of ap 
extension of the disease to man. 

A year ago my predecessor issued a circular to the sanitary 
authorities in the country dealing with this disease and 
attention in particular to the possible use of milk from inf 
animals. This, of course, is most undesirable; it is in. fact 
prohibited by law; and the authorities are fully alive to the 
necessity of preventing it. So long as all infected or contac 
animals are slaughtered or kept under the closest official super. 
vision the risk of the milk being used is infinitesimal. 

The prevention and cure of the disease in the animal is a matter 
for the Ministry of Agriculture ; but I have asked my medical 
staff to keep in close touch with the records of the outbreaks ag 
they progress, and if we can do anything to assist my colleague 
at the Ministry of Agriculture in combating the disease, I need 
hardly say that our efforts are at his disposal. 

Ministry of Health, : ’ 

Whitehall, S.W.1. 
13th December. 








Societies, 
The Inner Temple. 


The Inner Temple Library will be closed from Saturday, 
22nd December, at 2 p.m., until New Year’s Day at 10 a.m. 





Gray’s Inn. 


The Library will be closed on Saturday, 22nd December, at 
1 p.m., and will be re-opened on Monday, 31st December, at 
10 a.m. 












Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the Directors was held at The 
Law Society’s Hall on Friday, the 7th inst., Mr. T. H. Garding 
(treasurer) in the chair. The other Directors present wer 
Mr. E. B. V. Christian, Mr. F. W. Emery, Mr. P. E. Marshall, 
Mr. J. R. H. Molony, Mr. A. E. Pridham, Mr. W. Winterboth 
Mr. W. M. Woodhouse, and the secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron 
A sum of £85 was voted in relief of deserving cases, four new 
members were elected, and other general business transacted. 





United Law Society. 


A meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room ot 
Monday, the 10th inst., Mr. B. A. Elliman in the chair. Mr. H.¥. 
Rabagliati moved: ‘‘ That this House views with alarm th 
increasing power of commercial and industrial combinations, ant 
would welcome a revival of Individualism, both in Industry 
in Politics.” Mr. P. 8. Pitt opposed. Messrs. W. BE. Watse 
S. E. Redfern, F. H. Butcher, &. B. Burke, L. F. Stemp, 
G. G. Beagley also spoke. The motion was put to the meeting 
and carried by three votes. 


A meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room 
on Monday, the .17th instant, Mr. C. E. Smalley-Baker, 
the chair. Mr, L. F. Stemp moved “ That the case of So 
v. Smith, 1923, 2 Ch. 32, was wrongly decided.” Mr. H. O. D 


opposed. Messrs. Redfern, Wood-Smith, Beagley, G. B. Burk 
and J. W. Morris also spoke. The motion was lost by fot 
votes. 





We have, says The Times (19th inst.) again received comp 
in regard to delays experienced in obtaining a decision from 4% 
Mixed Arbitral Tribunal in respect of debts owed by ex-enem 
to British subjects. A case has been brought to our notice 
which a claim in respect of a debt was admitted Dy a Ge 
company more than three years ago. The German dep 
informed the German Enemy Debt Office of the admission. 
the debt, however, remained unpaid by the British Cleat 
Office, the creditor, acting on the latter’s advice, refe 
subject to the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal. The case has been 
for hearing by the Tribunal for nearly a year, and althoug 
requests have been made from time to time to get the heat 
expedited, only ‘‘ evasive and unsatisfactory answers,’’ to q 
our correspondent, have been obtained. If the Mixed / 
Tribunal has more work to cope with than it can comfo 
manage, then the question of enlarging that body sho 
considered. In view of the complaints which reach us from % 
to time, the delays seem to call for inquiry. 
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Trustee Securities. 


@ Stock Exchange Prices of certain 


























alll Bank Rate 4%. Next London Stock Exchange Settlement, 
nf Friday, 28th December. 

in. fact ee 

to the MIDDLE 

-ontact 19th Dee. YIELD. 
super- ! 

: English Government Securities. $s. 4 
nedical Consols 23% tiie go ae 6 |411 0 
ose War Loan 5% 1929-47 So ke ko ae 

cague War Loan 44% 1925-45 .. os ae 96 | 413 0 
T need War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1920-42.. .. | 1003 |4 0 0 
War Loan 34% list March 1928 .. oe 954 |3813 0 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 ae v 86% | 412 6 
Victory 4% Bonds (available at par for 
Estate Duty) ae oa ae = 90? |4 8 0 
Conversion 34% Loan 1961 or after s% oof 413 0 
Local Loans 3% 1912 or after He — 63 414 0 
India 54% 15th January 1932 es ee 993xd.|5 10 0 
India 44% 1950-55 .. ie nae - 854 |5 5 6 
India 34% .. nal ee ‘¥ “% 65} & 7-@ 
India3% .«. a “e as os 554 56 8 O 
urday, 
ca Colonial Securities. 
British E. Africa 6% 1946-56 oe oe 113 5 6 O 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 a oe ee 044 | 415 0O 
New South Wales ai 1932-42 .. ee 100 | 5 0 0 
New South Wales 44% 1935-45 .. oe 913 | 418 6 
Queensland 44% 1920-25 .. “s vi 964 |413 6 
§. Australia 34% 1926-36 .. xe ee 8343 |4 3 6 
Victoria 5% 1932-42 wa ut és 100 Ss .9' 9 
New Zealand 4% 1929 fs ia oe 944 |4 4 6 
Canada 3% 1938 .. oe es ee 792 $15 0 
Cape of Good Hope 34% 1929-49 .. os 79xd./4 8 6 
Corporation Stocks. 
Ldn. Cty. 23% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 
option of Corpn. . 54 12 


Ldn. Oty. 3% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 
option of Corpn. .. ee ee ee 
Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 at option 


of Corpn. .. be ee ee ee 65 12 
Bristol 33% 1925-65 es ee ee 78 9 
Oardiff 3% 1935 .. ve o« ee 864 1 
Glasgow 24% 1925-40 73 


Liv. ol 34% on or after 1942 at option 

of Corpn. oe oe oe ee 
Manchester 3% on or after 1941 .. s@ 
Newcastle 34% irredeemable es oe 
Nottingham 3% irredeemable as ee 
aa 3% 1920-60 ue “< ee 

ddlesex 0.0. 34% 1927-47 ee oe 


English Railway Prior Charges. 








PPP PPE CFP EP 
i°9) 


_ 
ew 
Qeoooes 20982090 & © 


Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture .. oe 84 415 0 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charge .- | 1013 | 418 6 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Preference .. ee 983 |5 1 6 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Debenture .. 81 |418 6 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 80 |5 0 0 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% lst Preference 78 #=|858 3 0 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Debenture ee 81 |418 86 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 804 | 419 0 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 1% Preference ..| 78 |5 3 0 
Southern Railway 4% Debenture oe 80xd.\5 0 0 
Southern Railway 5% Guaranteed ee 100 5 0 0 
Southern Railway 5% Preference ow ft | 6 8 0 
The New United States Ambassador. 


A Reuter’s message from Washington of the 11th inst. says: 
The Senate to-day confirmed the appointment of Mr. Frank B. 
Kellogg as United States Ambassador to Great Britain. 

Mr. Frank B. Kellogg, says The Times, is a distinguished 


American lawyer, and was Senator for Minnesota from 1917 to 
1923. He was born in 1856 at Potsdam, New York, and was 
admitted to the American Bar in 1877. After being City Attorney 
of Rochester, Minnesota, and County Attorney of Olmstead 
‘County, he took up private practice, and his firm at one time 


represented the United States Steel Corporation. This led to an 
imputation of reactionary tendencies being made —— 
Mr. Kellogg by the Radicals of the State, and led to his defeat 
by a Radical opponent at the Senatorial election in 1922. 

Mr. Kellogg was special counsel for the United States in the 
case against the paper and Standard Oil trusts and for the 
Inter-State Commerce Commission in the investigation of the 
Harriman railways. He was president of the American Bar 
Association in 1912-13, and was made a LL.D: of McGill 
University in 1913. 

In 1896 Mr. Kellogg married Clara M. Cook, of Rochester, 
Minnesota. 








An Assize Judge and his Desk. 


The Times of Tuesday, 16th December 1823, contains the 
following :— 

IMPORTANT !—When the Grand Jury of the county of Essex 
entered the Crown Court of Chelmsford on Friday last, with the 
bill which they had found against John Pallett, for the murder 
of James Mumford, and had taken their places in the gallery, 
and before they had delivered the bill, they were addressed by 
Mr. Justice Park to the following effect :— 

“Gentlemen of the ‘Grand Jury,—Now that you are all 
assembled together, there is one subject to which I think it 
necessary to call your serious attention. . . . Gentlemen, this 
desk, at which I write (pointing to the desk), is full two inches 
too short—a circumstance which, I unfeignedly assure you, is 
productive of much inconvenience to me ; for every time I raise 
my hand to take a dip of ink, and return with my pen to my 
note book, the sleeve of my robe is caught by this corner, which 
thus causes a most vexatious interruption to the progress of my 
duty, and is exceedingly harassing. Gentlemen of the Grand 
Jury, I trust that you will turn your attention to this subject. 
and that by the next assizes this evil will be remedied.”’ 

The Gentlemen of the Grand Jury, at the conclusion of this 
address, continued to listen for some seconds; but the learned 
judge having sat down, and having evidently closed his observa- 
tions, they at length stood erect and looked at each other with 
an expression of eye which, to say the least of it, denoted 
considerable astonishment.—From a Morning Paper. 


W. WHITELEY, Lrp. 


Auctioneers, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W.2. 











VALUATIONS FOR PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, INSURANCE, ETO, 





AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 
View on Wednesday, in 


London’s Largest Saleroom. 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


No. 19, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 
Capital Stock ... do os 
Debenture Stock es ms wee mee £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forma of Proposal ond full information can be obtained at the Society's Office. 
@. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 


£400,000 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Debating Society. 


At a meeting of the Society held at the Law Society’s 
Hall, on Tuesday, 18th instant (Chairman, Mr. H. Shanly), 
the subject for debate was impromptu. The following members 
spoke: Messrs. Bower, J. W. Morris, W. T. Jones, W. H. Betts, 
junr., M. C. Batten and W. W. Docking. 


At a meeting of the Society held at The Law Society’s Hall 
on Tuesday, 27th November, 1923 (chairman, Mr. Peter Anderson), 
the subject for debate was: ‘“‘ That the case of Manton v. 
Brocklebank, 1923, 2 K.B. 212, was wrongly decided.”” Mr. T. 
Hywel Williams opened in the affirmative. Mr. F. C. Conningsby 
seconded in the affirmative. Mr. C. W. N. Turner opened in the 
negative. Mr. A. K. Maplesden seconded in the negative. The 
following members also spoke: Messrs. W. M. Pleadwell, V. S. 
Jones, and W. H. Betts, junior. The opener having replied, the 
motion was lost by one vote. 





Law Society’s Prizes. 
HONOURS EXAMINATIONS. 


The following special prizes open to candidates at the honours 
examinations of the Law Society this year have been awarded :— 

Scotr ScHOLARSHIP.—Eric Albert Bingen, B.A. Oxon (served 
his articles of clerkship with Mr. M. S. Nathan, of London). 

BRODERIP PRIZE FOR REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING.— 
Dennis Clive Whetnall and Ernest Shilston Watkins, LL.B. 
Liverpool (Whetnall served his articles of clerkship with Mr. 
A. B. Chambers (deceased), of the firm of Messrs. Chambers 
and Son; and Mr. Harold Warters Jackson, of the firm of 
Messrs. Jackson and Jackson, both of Sheffield. Watkins 
served his articles of clerkship with Mr. J. R. Watkins, of Liver- 
pool). 

CLABON PRIzE—Agnes Twiston Hughes, B.Sc., London (served 
her articles of clerkship with Mr. J. W. Hughes, of Conway, 
and Messrs. Gibson and Weldon, of London). 

TrMPRON MARTIN PRIZE FOR LIVERPOOL STUDENTS.—Ernest 
Shilston Watkins, LL.B., Liverpool. 

ATKINSON CONVEYANCING PRIZE FOR LIVERPOOL OR PRESTON 
STUDENTs.—Ernest Shilston Watkins, LL.B., Liverpool. 

RUPERT BREMNER MEDAL FOR LIVERPOOL STUDENTS.— 
Ernest Shilston Watkins, LL.B., Liverpool. 

BIRMINGHAM LAW SocietTy’s GOLD MEDAL.—Richard Antrobus 
Lynex (served his articles of clerkship with Mr. E. R. Bickley, 
of the firm of Messrs. Bickley & Lynex, of Birmingham). 

BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCcIETY’s BRONZE MEDAL.—Not awarded. 

STEPHEN HEELIS PRIZE FOR MANCHESTER AND SALFORD 
STUDENTs.—Not awarded. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE PRIZE.—Dennis Clive Whetnall. 

MELLERSH PRizeE.—Kenneth Eric Gridley (served his articles 
of clerkship with Mr. E. Crundwell, of the firm of Messrs. 
Potter & Crundwell, of Farnham). 

At a meeting of the Council, held on the 14th inst. the 
TRAVERS-SMITH SCHOLARSHIP for 1923 was, on the recommenda- 
tion of the trustees of the late Mr. Joseph Travers-Smith, awarded 
to William Brockis-Warren, B.A., LL.B., London. 

HONOURS. 

At the examination for honours, held in November, of candidates 
for Admission on Roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the 
Examination Committee recommended the following as being 
entitled to honorary distinction :— 

First CLAss. 
(In order of merit.) 
Bingen, B.A. Oxon. (who served his articles with 
Nathan, of Messrs. Emanuel, Round & Nathan, of 


. Ds» 
Mr. M. 8. 
London). 

2. W. Brockis-Warren, B.A., LL.B., London (Mr. J. W. E. 
Beardall, of Messrs. Beardall & Co., of London); R. A. Llewellyn, 
M.A., Oxon. (Mr. R. J. Davis, of London); and R. Upperton 
(Mr. E. A. Lucas, of Midhurst, and Messrs. Kenyon & Son, of 
Londcn). 








SECOND - CLASs. 
(In alphabetical order.) 

J. F. Baxter (Mr. J. D. Baxter, of Messrs. Chapman & Baxter, 
of Whitehaven). 

A. L. G, Chavasse (Mr. A. Chavasse, of Messrs. T. F. Peacock, 
Fisher, Chavasse & O’Meara, of London). 

J. A. Clark (Mr. C. S. P. Tufnell, of London). 

K. E. Gridley (Mr. E. Crundweli, of Messrs. Potter & Crundwell, 
of Farnham). 

Cc. T. R. Llewellyn, LL.B., London (Mr. W. Sweetland, of 
Messrs. Sweetland, Greenhill & Stinson, of London). 

L. A. D. Martin, LL.B., London (Mr. F. Martin, of London), 

E. V. Miles, LL.B., London (Mr. E. V. Miles, of London). 

C. Rubens, B.A., LL.B., Cantab. (Mr. A. Rubens, of London), 

K. W. Saint (Mr. T. W. Saint, of Messrs, H. B. Wedlake, 
Saint & Co., of Lendon). 

V. E. A. Smith; B.A., Oxon. (Mr. T. F. Neighbour, of Messrs, 
E. Flux, Leadbitter & Neighbour, of London). 

F. E. Terry, B.A. Oxon. (Mr. W. Perks, of Messrs. Ward, 
Perks & Terry, of London). 

L. S. Vassali, B.A. Oxon. (Mr. H. T. Locock, of Messrs. Osborne, 
Ward, Vassall, Abbot & Co., of Bristol). 

TarrRD CLAss. 
(In alphabetical order.) 

R. Bolton, B.Sc. Manchester (Mr. C. E. Hulton, of Messrs, 
Fullager, Hulton, Bailey & Co., of Bolton, and Messrs. Peacock 
and Goddard, of London). 

C. Bray (Mr. R. Hartley, of Doncaster). 

G. C. Carpenter (Mr. George Armitage Carpenter, of Durham, 
and Messrs. Crossman, Block, Matthews & Crossman, of London), 

H. G. Dalzell (Mr. W. A. E. Headley (deceased) and Mr. A. R, 
Norman, both of London). 

R. L. King (Mr. H. C. King, of Messrs. 'Tarry, Sherlock and 
King, of London). 

E. H. Lebern (Mr. C. E. Martin, of Messrs Hallett & Martin, 
of Southampton). 

C. T. Sword (Mr. A. A. Blake, of Messrs. Keith, Blake & Co,, 
of Norwich, and Messrs. Blake, Heseltine & Co., of London). 

The Council have given class certificates and awarded the 
following prizes :— 

Mr. Bingen: The Clement’s Inn Prize, value about £42. 

Mr. Brockis-Warren, Mr. R. A. Llewellyn and Mr. Upperton; 
Each the Daniel Reardon Prize, value about £21. 

The Council have given class certificates to the candidates 
in the second and third classes. Thirty-eight candidates gave 
notice for examination. 


The Law Society’s Classes. 

The Prospectus and Time-Table has been issued of the Society’s 
Law School (oral and correspondence) for the First Term, 1924 
(commencing 7th January, and ending 14th March). 

Teaching Staff—Principal and Director of Legal Studies, 
Edward Jenks, M.A., D.C.L.; Readers, E. Leslie Burgin, LL.D., 
and H. O. Danckwerts, M.A.; Tutors, David Davies, B.A, 
R. R. Formoy, LL.B., P. A. Landon, M.A., and L. B. Tillard, 
B.A.; Lecturer in Commercial Law, R. S. T. Chorley, M.A.; 
Tutor in Accounts and Book-keeping, Lawrence R. Dicksee, 
F.C.A., M.Com.; Correspondence Tutor, F. E. Sugden. 

All lectures and classes will be held at The Law Society’s Hall, 
Chancery Lane, W.C.2. 

The Principal will be in his room at The Society’s Hall on 
Monday and Tuesday, 7th and 8th January, from 10.30 a.m. to 
12.30 p.m., and from 2.30 p.m. to 4.30 p.m., for the purpose of 
seeing students who desire to enter for the lectures or classes of 
the term. It is particularly requested that all such students will 
make a point of calling during the above hours, or, if they are 
unable to call, will write to the Principal, giving full particulars 
of their requirements. 





Friday during term, from 2 p.m. to 4 p.m., for the purpose of 
being consulted by students. 


Sheffield and District Law Students’ Society. 





Law Library, Bank Street, Sheffield, on Tuesday, 4th inst., with 
Mr. H. Keeble Hawson in the chair. 

The subject of the debate was: ‘‘ That the case of Keeves % 
Dean, 1923, 39 T.L.R. 652, was wrongly decided.”’ 

Mr. J. C. Kitchin, supported by Mr. R. L. Frank, opened on 
behalf of the affirmative, and Mr. W. Wise, supported by Mr. H. D. 
Clarke, on behalf of the negative. On the debate being thrown 
open there was an interesting discussion in which the following 
members took part: Messrs. J. Elliott, L. S. Hiller, J. Hodkin, 
A. E. Irons, F. J. Kershaw, E. W. J. Nicholson, R. 8S. Penningtot, 
A. N. Schofield, and H. Stone. After the openers had replied, 
the chairman summed up, and the question on being put to the 





vote was decided in the negative by eight votes to seven. 
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The Principal will also be in his room every Tuesday and — 


The fourth ordinary meeting of the Society was held in the © 
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Obituary. 
Sir Henry Kimber. 


We regret to record that Sir Henry Kimber, Bt., died at his 
house at Putney on Tuesday, in his 90th year. Last week he had 
a fall in his house and broke an arm, and, though he made a 

jal recovery, the shock proved fatal. At the inquest on 
ctsy a verdict of ‘‘ Accidental Death ’’ was returned. 

Throughout his long and successful life, says The Times, Sir 
Henry had done much good work. In his large practice as a 
solicitor he often rendered real public service, and he showed his 
business capacity, sound judgment, and knowledge of company 
law as the organizer and administrator of various important 
enterprises. He was also a useful member of Parliament, repre- 
senting for many years the undivided borough of Wandsworth. 

The son of Joseph Kimber, of Canonbury, he was born on 
18th July, 1834. At University College, London, he obtained a 
certificate of honour for law, coming out second on the list. He 
was articled to an old-established firm of solicitors and obtained 
on his final examination, in 1858, the first prize of the Incorporated 
Law Society. During the latter part of his articles he was 
entrusted with the entire Parliamentary and equity work of the 
frm, and on being admitted a solicitor was made a partner. 
Afterwards Kimber established with Mr. C. Cydwelyn Ellis the 
firm of Kimber & Ellis. This partnership was most. successful, 
and lasted many years. After the withdrawal of Mr. Ellis, 
Kimber carried on the business by himself under the name of 
Henry Kimber & Co., at 79, Lombard-street. He was joined in 
due course by his two sons, Mr. Henry Dixon Kimber and 
Mr. Charles Dixon Kimber, who, when Sir Henry entered Parlia- 
ment, shared the entire management until Charles was killed in 
the South African War in 1901. The firm is now known as 
Kimbers, Williams & Co. 

In his professional career of forty years Sir Henry was engaged 
in many famous cases, notably that of Risk Allah Bey, whom he 
successfully defended in the Belgian Courts on the charge of 
murdering young Readly, and on other grave charges, when as a 
foreign jurist he was allowed to plead in French. He also acted 
for Risk Allah in a successful libel action in the English Courts. 
In the famous case known as ‘‘ the Balham Mystery,’ or the 
Bravo case, he was also concerned, representing Dr. Gully. It 
was at his instance that the scandals of the Grosvenor Hotels 
Company were revealed in 1898, as a result of which, after a trial 
in the High Court lasting many days, the directors and manager 
and the butcher of the company were found guilty of conspiring 
to defraud the shareholders during a period of eighteen years. 

Sir Henry Kimber was a director or chairman, as well as a large 
shareholder, of many of the companies of which he had been legal 
adviser. He was vice-chairman of the Capital and Counties Bank, 
and had been for many years chairman of the South Indian 
Railway Company, the Natal Land and Colonization Company, 
and the Royal Swedish Railway. He was chairman of the Colonist 
Land and Loan Corporation, which completed the Manchester 
Block settlement of 106,000 acres in New Zealand, all capital 
being returned with a surplus. He was chairman for nine years 
of the International Financial Society, which he conducted 
through a great crisis to complete success. He was also director 
of other companies. Sir Henry had travelled much. He owned 
asettlement in Natal, where he settled two of his sons. While in 
America, in conjunction with Judge Hughes, the author of “‘ Tom 
Brown’s Schooldays,’”’ he founded the English Colony of New 
Rugby, in Tennessee. This involved much litigation over 
questions of title, which he conducted with success. He assisted 
inmany other colonization projects, and in dispatching emigrants 
both from his own constituency and from Dr. Barnardo’s Homes. 

Railways formed some of his most important enterprises. A 
guaranteed Italian Railway which, when half constructed, came 
hear to being abandoned, was saved by Sir Henry, who went to 
Italy, and owing to his efforts the line was finished, and a con- 
siderable sum was recovered for the original shareholders. In 
order to carry out this business he learnt to write and speak 
Italian in a remarkably short time. He conducted through 
Parliament the first Bill authorizing the construction of an Indian 
tailway (the Scinde, Punjab, and Delhi). The Indian Tramway 

mpany was rescued by him when threatened with destruction, 
enlarged into the Carnatic Railway Company, afterwards amal- 
gamated with the Great Southern Indian Railway, and now forms 
part of the undertaking of the South Indian Railway. Sir Henry 
Projected, and was chairman of, the Pondicherry Railway, the 
contract for which he personally negotiated, first with the 
Government of Napoleon III, and then with the French Republic. 
t was the first Anglo-French railway ever made. He was also 

aoe in bringing about the ultimate success of the Royal 
way. 

He entered Parliament as Conservative member for Wands- 
Thine in 1885, being its first representative, and he sat till 1913. 

was then the third largest constituency in the United 
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Kingdom, and he was untiring in his efforts to correct electoral 
anomalies by a fair scheme of redistribution. He also did much 
hard work on Parliamentary Committees. Sir. Henry was a 
member and past Master of the Merchant Taylors’ Company. 
He had resided at Lansdowne Lodge, East Putney, for fifty-six 
years. He was a member of the Carlton and St. Stephen’s Clubs, 
and of the City Carlton, of which last he was one of the few 
surviving founders. He was created a baronet in 1904. He 
married in 1860 Mary Adelaide, daughter of General Charles 
Dixon, R.E. She died in 1901. They had six sons and three 
daughters, of whom three sons and two daughters survive. The 
eldest son, who succeeds to the title, is Mr. Henry Dixon Kimber, 
He is a member of the Court of Common Council, and a governor 
of St. Thomas’s Hospital. 








Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. GuttForD E. Lewis, solicitor, has been nominated by the 
Justices of the Bromley division to serve on the West Kent 
Quarter Sessions for appointment on the West Kent Licensing 
Committee. 





Business Announcement. 

Messrs. Summons & Srmomons, of 18, Finch Lane, Cornhill, 
London, E.C.3, ask us to notify that the rebuilding of their 
offices at this address has now been completed, and they are in 
occupation. 





Dissolutions. 


EpwWarRD OWEN JONES and WILLIAM HARRISON, solicitors, 
25, Bloomsbury Square, London, W.C.1 (Fielder, Jones and 
Harrison), the Ist day of December, 1923. 

(Gazette, 7th December. 

Victor OcTAVE XAVIER ALFRED DE MORTON DE LA CHAPELLE 
and KENNETH EDMEADES BARTLETT, solicitors, 34/36, Gresham 
Street, London, E.C.2 (De La Chapelle, Bartlett & Co.), the 
30th day of November, 1923. (Gazette, 14th December. 





General. 


Mr. Huntly Eugene Jenkins, the well-known barrister, of 
Craven-hil]l, Lancaster-gate, W., and of 1, Brick-court, Temple, 
E.C., who died on Ist November, has left a fortune of £70,761, 
of which £66,555 is net personalty. 

Mr. James Edward Underhill, of Wolverhampton, who has 
attained the age of ninety years and has begun his seventieth 
year of practice as a solicitor, was presented on Tuesday by the 
Wolverhampton Law Society with a silver casket containing an 
illuminated album, with an address signed by fifty-five local 
solicitors. 

The Forestry Commissioners have received the proceeds of 
war-time investments forwarded by an anonymous donor to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to be put towards some measure of 
national reconstruction. The gift has enabled the Conumissioners 
to provide additional employment this winter in re-planting a 
79-acre woodland, one of the many denuded during the war. 


Mr. Francis Osborne Oates Chubb, of The Mead, Winscombe, 
Somerset, solicitor, of Messrs. F. and A. E. Chubb, of Wells, 
Clerk to the County Bench, who died on 23rd October, aged 
sixty-three, left estate of the gross value of £13,805, with net 
srsonalty £8,757. He left £50 to his clerk, Frank Herbert 
olloway, as a souvenir and in recognition of his faithful service 





for many years. ‘ 
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The C.W. Daniel Company will issue shortly a novel (“ John 
Clutterbuck ’’) by Judge Ruegg, K.C. It is the story of a young 
and rising barrister, who, at the height of his fame, suddenly 
relinquishes his profession, to devote his life and energy to the 
detection of a most mysterious crime. The climax of the story, 
by inference, establishes a claim for the legal recognition of | 
unconscious crime, now admitted by the medical profession | 
under the name of epileptic automatism. 

One finger-print on a window-pane was taken as sufficient 
evidence at the Liverpool Police Court on the 14th inst. to send 
George James Sutherland, 36, for trial on a charge of house- 
breaking and stealing jewelry worth £12. Detectives on examining 
the house found a single finger-print, and when the prisoner was 
arrested his finger, it was stated, corresponded exactly with the 
impression. The prisoner protested vehemently against the 
character of the evidence. He said that as soon as the jury knew 
that the evidence against him was finger-prints they would know 
he had beer in trouble before. 


Mr. C. H. Tolley, 107, Tierney-road, Streatham Hill, S.W.2, 
writing to The Times (12th inst.), says: No assessments to 
income tax can now be made by the revenue for any tax year 
before 1920-21, and the most that an inspector can in any ordinary | 
case ask for are accounts for the three years preceding that year. 
The only exceptions to this are in the case of excess profits duty, 
and also in cases where the inspector has just grounds for con- 
sidering that there is evidence of fraud. But there should be 
clear indication of this in the accounts since the year 1920-21 
in order to entitle the inspector to demand such back accounts. 


From The Times of 10th December, 1823: We are requested 
to recommend to the notice of our readers, and are disposed to 
comply with the recommendation, Mr. Jeremy Bentham’s last | 
work, just printed at Paris, ‘‘ Sur des Preuves Judiciaires.”’ It | 
comes out under the protection of M. Dumont, and displays all 
the faults and all the excellencies of the original writer who has 
collected its materials. On the one hand, pedantry, dogmatism, 
capricious distinctions, moral discussions out of place; on the 
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other, acuteness, sagacity, deep penetration, strong coi 
sense, looking truth boldly in the face, and pursuing her to all hey 
hiding places. 

At the monthly meeting of the council of the Institution of 
Professional Civil Servants, on the 18th inst., it was reported 
| that the senior professional institutions had agreed to sup 
the request of the Institution of Professional Civil Servants fop 

| arbitration on the claims of professional men in the Civil Servigg 
| for regrading and for a proper status. The institutions had 
| stated that they were prepared to take action in support of the 
claims, and were in consultation as to the exact form that sueh 
| action should take. The council passed a resolution expressing 
satisfaction at the active sympathy of their professional colle 
| outside the Civil Service, and calling on all professional Ciyi] 
| servants to support the institution with renewed enthusiasm, 


The Right Hon. William, Baron Sterndale, P.C., K.C., of 
| King Sterndale, Buxton, Derbyshire, lately Master of. the Rolls, 
formerly Recorder of Oldham and of Liverpool, a Comunissioner 
| of Assize on the North Eastern Circuit, a Judge of the King’s 
| Bench Division, Lord Justice of Appeal, and President of the 
| Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division, a Bencher of the Inner 
Temple, a former President of the Alpine Club, who acted for the 
| defence in the Maybrick Case, and during the war Independent 
| Chairman of the South Wales Coal Conciliation Board, who died 
on 17th August, aged 74, second son of Mr. Thomas Edward 
Pickford, merchant, of Manchester, left estate of the gross value 
lof £66,592, with net personalty £66,237. The testator left 
| £1,500 to his clerk, John Henry Crichley, whether still in his 
| service or not, and £200 to his junior clerk, John Joseph Jackson, 
if still in his service. 





VALUATIONS F FOR INSU RANCE.—It is very cesta that ‘all, Poliey Holders should 


| have a detailed valuation of their effects. Propert “DEseN Ay ny yi 
insured, and in case of loss insurcrs suffer oa L. BENHAM STORR & 
(LIMITED), 26, K Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers ani 
uctioneers (esta) Over 100 years), have a staff of —. A ge = = will be glad 
| to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. » Plate, furs, furnitum, 
jworks of art, bric-A-brac aspeciality. [ADvrT.) 
————e 








Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LiMiTED In CHANCERY. 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Amended Notice substituted for that _— f the 
London Gazette of November 27, 1923: 


HUGUENIN, L., Tufnell Park-rd. High Court. Pet. Nov. 2. 
Ord. Dec. 10. 

Hurp, ALBert J., New Tredegar, Licensed Victualler, 

Tredegar. Pet. Dec.11. Ord. Dec. 11 

Hype, Henry, Hyde, Ice Cream Vendor. Ashton-under 

Lyne. Pet. Dec. 10. Ord. Dec. 10. 

Jepp, JoHN C., Hammersmith, Woollen Merchant. High 


CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE | yesnpock, RoGER C.. Bexhill, Builder.’ Hasti Pot. | Court. Pet. Nov. 13. Ord. Dec. 12 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE et ae ings ’ | JeNninas, Georoe J., Horsham, Farmer. Brighton, Pe 
THE DATE MENTIONED. Oct. 20. Ord. Dec. 
‘ London Gazette.—FRiDaY, December 14. JONES, CHARLES 8., Burney, Estate Agent. Burnley. Pet. 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, December 14. " : Dec. 10. Ord. Dec. 
ANDERSON, Bast. T., Harrow. St. Albans. Pet. Nov. 20. “he 
THe DALE Sreamsurr Co. Lrp. Jan. 21. Alfred J. Moss,| Ord. Dec. 11. — Prspniok Ie 0 , Sidcup, Kent. Rochester. Pay 
a en aes rilli Anh © yg Nov ee’ Dee. 10, mneuee  Mualurs. Lioyp, THomas J., a" Swansea, Builder. Swanse, 
Lastyer & Co. Ltp. Jan. 14. O. Wyatt Williams, Iron- a y= ol Ki ov. u Victualler. I aie Pet. Dec. 10. Ord. Dec. 
monger-lane, oad . a my - ey .—) ‘rece ictualler. Leominster. LONGDON, ABRAHAM J., Lonaton, Upholsterer. Hanley. 
Joun Gray & Sons Lr. an.14. Arthur R. Lancaster, - : PE " ; 4 WN, Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 
c/o 8. Guest Hooper & Co., Dudley. Bi rae ey C.,Fulham, Butcher. High Court. Pet. Nov. 19. LOWNDES, FREDERICK, Ran Nantwich. Pet. Nov. 2 
Ord. Dec. 11. 


Mass Propvcrioss Lrp. Jan. 12. Ernest Greenhill, 





BEARD, a Manchester, Milliner. 


Manchester. Pet. MAGER, GEORGE, .~w-e Engine Driver. Great 
8. 


125, Vyse-st., Birmingham. Oct. 31. Ord. Dec. 10. Grimab Pe. Deo S Ord. 
Jous Evans & Co. (Newros) Ltp. Dec. 31. Charles H. | BEATTIE, RICHARD, Crooklands, Westmorland, Coal Dealer. saperveng 
Harvey, Central-bidgs., Fisher-st., Swansea Kendal. Pet. Dec. 10. Ord. Dec. 10. yy Newauay, Asesenee ON 
Tae Berrish Giass Buowers Lrp. Jan. 28. William | ee, R= 4 — Staffs, Farmer. Hanley. MorraT, RICHARD, Kingston-upon-Hull,  Shopkeept 
Nicholson, 12, Wood-st., Cheapside. on W, & Oe. ka Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet. Dec. 10. Ord. Dec. 10 
ole ~o Broven, W. & Co., Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturers. ng! P » A" miahiine Ghaak Geel 
Tue Heatru CENTRE — Wau fee. Jan. 26. Leonard Leicester. Pet. Nov. 23. Ord’ Dec. 10 NEWTON, ANN E., Great Grimsby. Great Grimsby. Pt 
Paterson, 8, Windsor-place, Cardiff. CHEYNE, ALEXANDER M.. ; PD, . Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 
Hate Pears & Co. Lrp. Jan. 12. Bramwell Collinge.| Noy. 23. i Dee. = Southsea. Portsmouth. Pet. Osmick, ALpunt, Alderley Edge, e, Chester, Plumber. Maceler 
30, Spring-gardens, Manchester. COLLIER, SIDNEY W., . 1 ene Clothier. Northampton. _ < 
ELECTRICAL Excrseentve & Equipment Co. Lrp. Jan. 31. Pet. Dec. 12. Ord. Dec. 12 f . ss ~% Sao Sy ye i Motor Engineer. Colchestet 
eens ae a ay ag iy hg Pudsey, Tan-keeper. Bradford. Pet. | peer Waurer J., Nottingham, Wholesale Tea Morea 
Nottingham. Pet. 12. C 
DALKIN, JOSHUA -— Westente, Grocer. Durham. Pet. REDFERN, FLORENCE A. , Macsteg, Jeweller. Cardiff. Pe 





Dec. 12. Ord. 


Resolutions for Winding-up mm, Anes 


| DUNN, Aspaew D.. 14 Dairyman. Bolton. 


Nov. 26. Ord. Dec. 
Saok, SImon, eee. Manufacturer of Clothing. Mar 
chester. Pet. Dec. 11. | Ord. Dec. 11. 


Pet. Dec. 11. 


Voluntarily. ta FRasts TM, TL Oe ee Milder | score, Tuomas H., Brighton, Architect. Brighton. 
Nov. 26. Ord. Dec. 11. 
N et 
London Gasette—FRipax, December 14. ae ~ % ~y - peta High Court. Pet. Nov. 23 SHAKESPHaKE, WILLLAM, Sutton ‘n-Ashfteld, Fruit Mer 
y 7 Nottingham t. Dec. 10. Orc 
Cowling & Stanley Ltd. Pelton Bros. Ltd. - ae Oy | a Berks, Farmer. Oxford. Pet.| giivows, ALFRED O., Warlingham, citer. 0 
The West Lancashire and Bangor Saw Mills Ltd. Evans, Tuomas, EVANS, EVAN E., and EVANs, Joun T. Pet. Dec. 10. Ord. Dec. 

District Dental Service Scotts College Ltd. Onwestry, Farmers. Wrexham. Pet. Dec. 12. Ord, | SP#NCBR, Guonar F., Boothby Graffoe, Lincoln, 
Association Ltd The Canal Coal & Building : Dec. g a a a ae a . i Ev. Dos. ft ‘en tg eal cat anil 
‘. etaton (5 aterials Ci ‘ ty onmouth. Jourt.. et. Oct. 31. Ord. , 1K, © 7 ¢ 

Mesth Lenten Betetes Co. Materials Oo. 164. Dee. 11. " holder. High Court.’ Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 
La { Weymouth, Dorchester and | vorpwaM, MORLEY, and Race, Henry G., Newmarket, Job | SrokeR, EDWARD T., Barrow-in-Furness, General B 

J. 8. Levy & Co. Lad. County Golf Club Co, Ltd. | sters. Cambridge. Pet. Dec. 10. Ord. Dec. 10. Barrow-in-Furness. Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 


The Consolidated Metals The Ramagate 
Ad Ltd 

H. Bird (Laton) LA. Mesers. J. BE. Burrows & Sons 

Cottams (Leeds) Ltd (Liverpool) Ltd. 

8. Brown & Sons Lid Alford Coai Co. LAd 


John Evans & Co. (Newton) C. J. Bertram & James 
Lad Robertson Ltd. | 


Jura Steamers Trading Co. 
Ltd. 


Shipping Co. 
_ | Rochester. 


Oct. 30. Ord. Nov. 28. 


Nov. 20. Ord. Dee. 


Kingston- -upon-H ull. 


The Nuneaton Club Lid. 
Re M. L. Stone & Co. LAA. 
C. J. HAwards & Sons Ltd. British Papermakers 
Binfield Brothers Ltd. port) Lid 
Club Westbury Comrades Club LAA, | ndal, 
Thomas Corlett & Sons| 
and T. B, Cowley Ltd, . 0. . Dec. 10. 


7 Hereford. Pet. Dec. 
(Ex-| Dec. 11. Ord. Dee. 


Garpyenr, James E., Strood, Kent, Comin ercial Traveller. 

Pet. Dec. 11. 

Giover, DonaLp H., Sloan-st., 8.W. 

| HAINSTOCK, ADA, a Costumier. 

Harren, Wiliam G., } -upon-Hull, Fruit sy srchant. 

Pet. Dec. 10. Ord. Dec 

HUimMaN, Hensert, Hereford, Fish and yrait Merchant. 

Ll. Ord. Dec. 

Hrs, Crzi J. L., — Bank Cleric. Brighton. Pet. 
on ‘Wilda, Ap oby, erat fegated rates Manufacturer. 

rd 


ey Waeun’? LS, Coal Paoter. St. Albans. Pet. 


THomas, Guonee E., ag apy Dock Labourer. 
Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dee. 1 

Turner, THomas H., West ‘Hartle pool, Salt and 
Packer. Sunderland. “Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 

WEAVER, LEONARD W., Westmeraca, Builder. © 
chester. Pet. Oct. 18. Ord. Dec. 1. 

Weis, Bearnice J., and Hammond, HILDA M., Done 
Milliners. Sheffield. Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 
WiLA1AMs, EDWARD J. , oe, Farmer. Brighton, 

Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 
WILLIAMS, i ‘Gultora, 
Pet, Dec. Ord. Dec, 1 
WILson, Gicee, Nottingham, Drapers Dealer. Nott 
. Dec. 12. ‘Ord, Dee 


Youna, Epwis T., a 
Propert, 


Ord. Dec. 
High Court. Pet. 


High Court. Pet. Essex, 


Dairyman. Gu 





jueen-sq., Th 


y Maker. "High Court. Pet. Nov. 2, Ord. D 
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